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ANOTBER DECISION THE CASE.

The Cose of the Common Counell In Contempt |
SUVERIOR COURT—SPECIAL TERM.
The Hon. Judges Duer, Bosworth, and Emmet on
the beneh,

Maici 1—The People vy, Oscar W Sturtevant,—
Boeworth, J., furnished to Judge Duer the tollowing
sdvisory opinion, which was adopted by him as the
opinion of the Court:—The gpecilic question ander
eonsideration is: Shall the defendant be required to
answer the filth interrogutory? This proceeding is
bused on an allegation that the defendant has dis-
obeyed an injunction-order made by a Judge of the
Court in an action pending therein. The papers on
which the attachment was issued allege that the de-
fendant, in addition to disobeying the order, intro-
duced and voted for & certain preamble and resolu- |
tlone relating to the issuing the injunction, the |
acte probibited by it, and professing to state the |

nds ou which “the defendant assumed to disobey
The fifth interrogatory calls upon the defendant
#o answer whether he did not vote for such preamble |
and resolutions; and whether, by his vote and others,
were not adopted by the Hoard of which be is, |
wae then,a member. To determine whether
the defendant should be uired to answer it, it is |
necessary to look at the nature of the present
the ends that may properly be accomplish
by it, and whether the fact of haying voted, or having
emitted to vote for them, is one that can legitimately
. de taken into consideration in the final disposition of
shis matter, snd which can justly affect the ultimate
devigion. The code provides that the order which
has been disobeyed may be enforced as the order |
of * the court.”” (Code, sec.218.) Bection 471 de-
elares that, until the Leglslature otherwise provides,
the code ** shall not affect any pmceed!nﬁ provided |
for by” chapter 8 of the third part of the Revised Sta- |
tates, cxcl the second and twelfth titles thereof,
unless some provision thereof is plainly inconsistent
with the code, and that sny such provision shall be
deemed nm These proceedinga are instituted
under the thirteenth title of that chapter of the Re-
vised Statutes. The provisions of the Revised Sta-
sutes must, therefore, furnish a solution of the |
question under consideration. They provide that
“ every cowrt of record have power to |
punish, as for a criminal contempt,” persons
wy of certain acts, and, among others, * wilful
bedience of any precesa or order lawfully is
maed or made hy it.” (2 R. 8., 278, sec. 10, sub. 4)
class of contempts may be punished by a fine
not exveeding two hundred and fifty dollars, and by
imprisonment not exceeding thirty days. This pun-
ishment may be inflicted irrespective of the conside- |
ration of any injury done to a part{ to the action on
which the process was issued, or the order made, and
s to be fixed irrespective of any such consideration. |
Forall contempts of this character the offending
y may beindicted(2 R. 8., 692, 311 as for a mis-
or. If subsequently indicted, the court be- |
fore which a conviction is had on such indictment is |
nﬂ!d. in forming its sentence, to into con- |
sideration the punishment before inflicted in the pro- |
ceedings as for a criminal contempt. (2 R. 8, 278,
14.) The revisors, in their notes upoen this title,
it. 2 of chap.3 of part 3,) remark that a “solid
.and obvious distinction exists between contempts,
strictly snch, and those offences which go by that
wame, but which are punished as contempts ouly for |
rpose of enforcing some civil remedy. This |
ﬁﬂg&l:hoh has been observed, and the former are in- |
tended to be included in the preceding sections. The |
class are treated of subsequently among rois-
gellaneons proceedings in civil cases.” (3 R. S, 655,
foot of the page.) The statute in relation to the lat-
ter class, (2 R. 8. 534, §1 )provides “that every court
of record shall have power to punish, by fine and im-
t, or either, any neglect or violation of
, or any misconduct, by which the rights or
remedies of a party in u cuuse or mattor dependin
in such court may be defeated, impalred, impeded,
or prejudiced, in the follow cases, und »nong others,
“for disobedience of any process of such court, or ot
any lawful order thereof, or of any lawlul order of a
of ench court.” It will be noted that the ex-
jon here used is, *“for disobedience™ of a lawful
order, omitting the word “wilful.” To punish as for
& criminul coutempt there must have heen **a wilful
disobedience.” (2 R. 8. 278, §10, sub. 3.) Although
the disobedience was not wilful, a y offending
may be punished in the cases prescribed in 2 R. 8.
Mﬁl. if’ his neglect of daty was sach that by it the
rights or remedies of a party toa cause might be de-
feated, impaired, impeded, or prejudiced. But al-
b in such & case the disobedience might have
d from a misapprehension of duty, or from the
advice of counsel, hunestly jﬂven and implicitly
believed, that the act which the law adjudges to he
disobedience was not prohibited, yet the disobedi-

ence have been wilful, and hive been accompa- |
mied such acts and circumstances ns wonld show
a to make the disobedience stadionsly offen-
sive the court, and to publicly manitest by it a

eontemptrious disregard of itz order and anthority. |
If the Iatier should be the true nature and character
of the act of disobedience, i3 it to be overlooked, and |
are all inum:ﬁwrleu calling (or answers that might |
establish it to be suppressed ?  The 20th section de-
wlares, that if the court adjudges the defendant to
have been guilty of the miscondnct alleged, and that
“'jt was calculated to or actually did” prodace cer.
fain results, ** it shall ed to impose a fine, or to
imprison him, or both, as the natare of the caze shall |
zequire.”” If actual loss has been produced, a fine |
shall be impesed thet will indemnily the party, and
his costs and expenses, (sec. 21.) The sta-
tate is imperative, that in case of actuul loss, a fine,
sufficient to indemnily and to satisfy costs and ex-
penses, must be imposed. In all other cases, that is, in
those cases in which no actual loss is shown, hut in
which it is adjudged that the act of disobedience was
calcalated to defeat, impair, impede, or prejudice the
rights or remedies of any party, the fine shall not
execeed §250 over and above the costs and expenses of
the gmcee:lingn. {sec. 22.) For what, it may be ask-
ed, is this fine to be imposed in a case in which no
actual loss has been sustained, and by what considera-
tdons is a court to be governed in properly determin-
ing whether it shall be §1 or $2507 This guestion
can be more advisedly answered on a reference to
other provisions of this statute. It will be noted
shat sections 21 and 22 speak only of the fine to he
imposed, and nothing in relation to the imprisonment.
Bection 20 gives the power to fine and imprison.
Sections 23 and 24 relate to the matter of imprisou-
ment, and embrace two classes of cases. The 13d
mates the extent of the imprisonment, where the
nduct complained of consists in the omission to
perform some act or duty which it i= still in ihe power
of the ollhnrling party to perform, and provides that
in such cases he shall be imprisoned only until he
=hall have performed such act or duty, and paid such
fine as shall be imposed, and the costs and expenses
of the proceedings. Insuch a case, the order and
es8 of commitment must epecily the act to be
s and the amount of fiue and expenses to be paid.
I able to gny the latter, the term of his imprison-
ment will depend exclusively on his own volition;
for when he has paid the fine and expenses, and
dote the act, or performed the duty, it will terminate,
und he will be entitied to a discharge. In all other
casen, that is, in all cases except those in which the
misconduct alleged consists in the omission to per-
form some act or duty which it is yet in the power of
the defendant o periorm, he may be punished by
imprisonment ~for some reasonable tine, not ex-
ceeding kix months," and until the expenses of the
proceciings are paid, and wlso, if o fine be inposed,
until men fine be paid (id.§ 25.) The power to
Eubb by imprisonment, conferred by section 20, so0 |
r as the imprisonment i ordered, by way of pun-
ishment, is limited by section 25 to =ix months; hut
if the fine and expenscs are not puid It would lust
through kfe but For the act of 1843, chapter 5. This
iimitation of the power to imprison for a period
not exceeding six months, hes po connection with
the imprisosment ordered to compel the payment
of the line imposed, and of the vosts and expenses of
the proceedings. For if the power to punizh by im-
prisonment in this class of cases g powerto be ex-
ercised for the sole purpose of compelling payment
of the fines nd expenses, then it would follow, as a
Himit is set to the power to imprison, and the impri-
sonment cannot exeeed =ix months—that at the end
of that period the offending purty must be diseharg-
el from imprisonment, whether the fine and ex
penses are paid or not. Yet, independent of the ex
press angnuge of the statute, that where the punish-
ment adjudged is mercly a fine and payment of the
nees € imprisonment must  continue uutil |
they are paid, it his been uniformly beld that o
power wis competent to terminate it short of thut |
riod, aml hence the act of 1543 (chap. ) was |
«fl authorizing a discharge on proof of inability
to do Lthe things required. The lmprisoument anthor
iged by sec 25, w?lmn the limit of six momthe, il
imposed ot @, is by way of punishment, and must
be endured, even though the fine and expenses be |
paid the moment the decision is made. This impri-
soument for & reasonable time, not exceeding six |
montus, may be impoved in every case in which the |
misconduct alleped calls for it, except in the cases
specified in sec. 23, In that class of cases the mis-
vomdnet or disobedience consiets in not having acted
at all—in ol otliers in having netually done some
thing prohitited, [v may be thouglt singular that |
i the case of & eriming) contempt, and in punishin
it asmuch, the power 16 fmprison <hould be restricte
to thirty days, wid that in proceeding to punish as |
for a sontemnpt injuried 1y civil rights the power to |
imprison for o l'-"'l.'I'-"Tr&tlrd should have been con-
ferted. Yet the revisors, in gheir notes to scetiona
23t0 26 of 2 R 8. 638, make this comment :—
“In cases of crlmiml contempt, seo, 11, title 2,
A, of this part, the impricopment |« Hinited

of chap.

hlhilgrd.n Per| there moy b coses where o
longer mprﬁ!llum' Injuries to civil ri;hh ouzht |
to be allowed.” These three sections wers enacted in |
#:;h-: i?fw'gch th;gr.wm ruﬁan-ed. (3 % 8. 773, |
. ) . then, a posed as p pun.
where  no l:l,ﬁll losa  has t:'nn
Ly ke dlwbedienco—i wnpr s

o nod

| ].mirmf

| thut may
| fine soafficient to  indemnity against the actuul

uol exceeding #ix
ordered with the same view
ment, when ordered, ia to be f
period, it is obvious that some
which the Court ounghtto be gnided
ting between cases, and by which in some it
may properly fine to the eXtent of #2530, while in
otbiers the fiue should be nominal only, aud by which
it mway determine whether imprisonment should be
ordered as a p , and what term would be a
reasonable peried in any particnlar case. The re-
mmﬂd cases show that courts have regarded it ns

ee from doubt that the nature of the disobedience,
as whether it was willul or otherwise, was one ol the
matters to be regarded in determining whether
any and what punishment shoull be intlicted be-
yond the imposition of a fine sullivient to indemnify
loss and to satisly his exﬁun-
an-

un ipjured party for his ]
S o) tt, 4 Paige, 164, the C

ses.  [u Hawley v, Benne
cellor spid, that * so far s 2
been atfected by the breach of an injunction, it is no
defence to the person who has been guilty of viola-
ting the same that he did it under the advice of
counsel, sithough, if he has acted in good
fuith, it may be sullicient to protect him from punish-
ment & for @ criminal contempt.”  In Rogers va.
Paterson, id. 456, the Chancellor restated the prin-

ciple thus: ** And the advice of counsel cannot pro- |

tect & party in disobeying an order of the court, so
us to prevent the adverse party, whose remedy is im-
or impeded by such disobedience, from taking
the necessary r-t.ega compel a compliance with the
order, although the fact that the party has acted in
gouod falth, and under the advice of his counsel, may
be sufficient to l"fu'e'i'v,ut the imposition of a fine be-
yond the actual amount of the injury sustained by
the udverse party, and the nec expenses of the
pruceedings.” In Bullivan ve. Judah, 4, id. 447, he
said, ** In this case it i8 evident the com
has sustained no injury by the proceedings of the de-
fendants, although theg have Kmoeedad in direct op-
ition to the injunction. And the excuse offered
‘by them is sufficient to prevent the imposition of any
considerable fine as o qunilhment for contemning the
jrocess of the conrt.” In Lansing vs. Easton,7 Piige,
67, he remarked that ** The fact that the defendants
acted under the err advice of 1, to whom
they applied for information how they could elude
the justice of this court, and st the same time avoid
pu ent for a breach of the injunctiom, cannot
protect them from a fine sufficient to compensate the
-adverse parties for the injuries they have sustained by
the wrongful acts complained of, though it may fur-
nish a ground to justify the court in refusing to in-
tlict a torther punishment upon the offenders for a
violation of its order.” In the Albany City Bank vs.
Schermerhiorn, 4 Paige, 370, in which the Chancelior,
on appeal, reversed u Vice Chancellor's order adjudg-
ing parties guilty of a contempt, he stated that an
order of conviction shonld direct * to whom the fine
is to be paid, or what is to be done with such fine
when paid, &c., =0 that the order, and the process of
commitment founded thereon, may show the nature
of the conviction, and whut the defendant is to do to
entitle himself to a discharge from im nment.'
In the People ex. rel., Backus vs. Bpalding. 10 Paige,
284, the report of the case shows that Spalding had
been convicted, by a Vice Chancellor, of a wilful
breach of an injunction issued upon a creditor’s bill
filed against him. After he had been committed, he
was discharged by a Supreme Court commission in
proceedings under a Imﬁm corpus. The Viee Chan-
cellor made an order for a re-commitment, on the
und that the commissioner had no jurisdiction in
that case to order his discharge. From the order
re-comunitting him, Spalding appealed to the Chan-
cellor, who affirmed the order. An appeal was taken
to the Conxt fur the Correction of Errors. That coart
affirmed the judgment of the Chancellor. Chief
Justice Nelson, in delivering the t?ipinmn of the
court, remarked that * the act for which the appel-
lant had thus been adjudged guilty is a crim
offence under the revised statutes, and was so before
at the common law, subjecting the offender to in-
dictment, and, on eonviction, to fine and im n-
ment.” (2 R.8, 602, 614, id, 697; 4 Bl Comm.,
124.) “In cases confessedly criminal and io-
dictable, the penalties for™ which would or-
dinarily go for the benefit of the ple, the
courts ure authorized to impose a fine with a view to
the indemnity of the party aggrieved, his ncceptance
of it being declared 4 bar to any private action for
the injury. The fine, however, i3 no less a penalty
for o ¢riminal act than if infiicted for the benefit of
the le; but the imposition of it in the way pre-
scribed accomplishes the double purpese of punish-
ment for the misconduct on the one hand and in-
demnity to the aggrieved y on the other.” (7
Hill, 301.) In that case the court below adjudged
that an actual Joss had been occasioned by the
bedience; and although the reports of the case show
that be was fined for the contempt to the amount of
#3000, and the costs and e ses in relation to the
contempt to the amount of £106 51, it does not
appear how much was due on the judgment on which
creditor's bill was filed.  The order of conviction
directed the costs to be paid to the solicitor of the
refator, and the §3,000 to be paid to the clerk of the
court, subject to the further order of the
court. (4 How, 8. C. R. (U. 8. 21.) In that
case Spalding was ag] ndFed. on the 21st of
March, 1842, to have wilfully violated the injune-
tion. On the 7th of May, 1842, he was arrested on
an alizs miltemus, and continued under arrest until
the 20th of September following, when he was dis-
charged by the Sn&nme Court commission, on the
ground thit a discharge in bankruptcy, grunted on
the 17th of September, relieved him from the fine,
costs, and expenses, which “he had been ordered to
pay. In the Court for the Correction of Errors it was
contended, on behalf of Spalding, that the proceed-
ings under which the fine hug been im , be-
ing under the Revised Statutes providing for the en-
forcement of civil remedies, should, though in form
eriminal, be regurded simply as another remedy for
collecting the debt clal i‘; the ch suit, and
upon which they had heen fuunded—-tha{

in the progress of the suit, it should have been es-
talilisbied, but that it was incidental to the debt,
and dependant upon it, and that a discharge of
the one must necessarily discharge the other.
{7 Hill, 302, 303.) It was in answer to this

that  the remarks of Chief Jus-

arguiment

tice Nelson, ahove quuted, were made. The
guestion was not presented, nor was any
soggestion made by the court, in relation

to the point, whether in any cuse imprisonment
might properly be ordered as a punishment in ad-
dition to the impesition of n fine, nor whether a fine
could be imposed merely as a punishment in a case
in which one was imposed to indemnify against
actual loss, Section 22 is express that a flue may
be imposed, not exceeding $250 over and above the
costs und expenses of the proceedings, even in those
cases where no uctual Ioss was occasioned by the dis-
obedience, Sacha fine. if imposed, must necessarily
be imposed merely asa pu ent; and not &s an
indemuity, und when pai
puhbiie, und not to the complaining party. Macey va.
Jordan, 2 Hill, 570, was anappeal to the court of List
resort from un adjudication of the Chancellor, that
Macey had wilfolly violated an injunction issued on
a creditor’s bill filed againet him, and fining him to
the amount of the respondent’s debt and the costs of
the proceedings. The injunction was served on the
23d of November, 1834,

ment of his property. On the Gth of Angust, 1542,
he wae discharged under the Bankrupt act. In
October, 1543, an attachment was applied for, over a
year after obtaining his discharge in bankruptey, to
arrest for the violation of the injunction. In Muarch,
1844, he wus adjudged guilty of the contempt al-
leged to bave been committed in December, 1555,
some five years prior to the issuing of the attach-
ment. Justice Jewett, in the opinion delivered by
Lim, remarks that “the cause for which the fine was
impesed was the criminal contempt which the ap-
pellant was adjndged to have committed in violating
the ipjunction.” (2 R. 8.278 §10.) The panish-
ment for such an offence i< by fine or imprisonment,
or both, sccording to the aggravation of the case;

and where a party has snffered by the misconduct |

which constitutes the offence, the fine ia to be
Enlxl to such purty, (2 R, 8. 5495, §20 to 22.) It may
e trie, that if the delit has been paid subsequently
to the violution of the injuuction, no punishment, or
ouly & nominsl fine, could have been imposed.” * * *
“The proceeding aiter the attachment imsved was
for a criminal offence, and although the respon-
dent might incidentally derive a Lenefit from
the convietion, still the proceeding was not
upon  the original demand, or for the
covery of a debt.” The judgment of the Chan-
cellor was affirmed by a vote of twenty-two to
two. The views expressed ol these proceedings in
the cuses referred to, do not pecessarily conflict or
intimate any interpretation of the statate at variance
with the m-r}inary and natural meaning of its terms,
it vach opinion cited is rend us all opinions shoald

Lo, with reference to the particular facts of the case |
in which it was pronounced.  They seemn to show a |

uniform understanding of the statute, that the diso-
bedience of an order may not have been wilfal, that
it muy have arlsen from” an honest misapprehension
by the offending l:nrty of the nature of the act which
he did, and may bave occurved in good faith, and in

the bellef that it was oot disobedience —that in such |

o case, if notua] loss results from thedisobedience,
the court Lins no discretion which will absolve it from
imposing & fine which will indemnify the injared
Emty for the lose. That in such a ease no fine shoald
¢ imposed or imprisonment ordered, purely and
solely a8 a punishment, boyond the
result from the imposition

loer, and to satisfy the expenses of the proceedings,
That the disobedience may also have been wilful and
designedly eontemptuons, and in such case the con-
tempt Is criminal, and way be punished wecording
to the aggravation of the case, The opinion i inti-
mated by some judges that, in case the conterpt is
criminal, and lows ensnes, the fine impesed
shonlil be regulated in its améunt with that of the
actual los2, and is to be paid to the y injared.
But no opinion is intimated that no lmprisonment
cun be superadded in such & case, solely for the pur-
L-u-e of punishment. 1t veems to be , also,.
case of wilful disobedience.

* no actoal
b i sullered, u line ol exceeding $200 way be un

the rights ol a party have |

| it is theright of eve
: the fine | the txen:ge of iliega,
wits, in fact, impoccd for the purpose of being ap- |

plied to the extinguishment of the debt, whenever, |

goes to the benefit of the |

On the 5th of December |
following, Mavey violuted it by muking an assign- |

re- |

nishment |
of a|

,under seetion twenty-two, solely as a punlsh-
ment of the erimina! offence, and that imprisonment
may be ordered, under section twenty-five, for & rei-
gomuble period—*'as the nature of the case 1 re-

ire” (Sec. 20,id.) If imprisonment cannot be or-
xml undersection twenty-five, solely with that view,
then that part of the section which prescribes the
limit of six months is nugatery, for the reason that
imprisument ordered to coerce the payment of
the fine must continue until it is paid, while
this sectiom exg:w-ly {rmvnlw that the im-
prisonment shall be “until the costs and expenses of
the proceedingspure paid; and also, if a fine shall be
imposed, until such fine be paid;”" and this s in ad-
dition to an imprisomment ordered for some reasons-
ble time not exceeding six months, which of course
niiet terminate when the period expires, although the
| fine has not been paid, and cannot terminate belore,
even if has been paid, while the imprisonment may
continue for years afterwards and until the fine i3
}m{d' but is continued uimp? because it is not paid.

admit an inability to conjecture what case may
arise in which it would be preper, in addition to im-
posing a fine that would indemnity the injured party
and satisfy his costs and expenses, to order an im-
risonment as a4 punishment exceeding in duration
amt which the court could order if the proceedin
was one to simply punish the offender for a crimir
contempt. The revisors, however, suggested that
such cpses might arise, and submitted sections
with a view to confer such power,
and the Legislature enall:ciﬂd r.lmi u;uecugfus thu
roposed, and render this  exposition e
Biawn with which they were framed, What
effect the passage of resolutions referred to
in the fifth interrogatory should justly have upon the
final judgment of the Court,is a question not now
wnder consideration, and is one in respect to which
the jes should be heard, and which should be
carefully considered, with all other attending circum-
stances, before opinion is formed. But it must
be obvious that3the passage of those resolutions un-
explaired is pertinent to the question whether the
disobedience was wilful, or was an act done in _good
faith, and in the honest beliel that nothin}; prohibit
ed hy the injunction was done by the defendant in
voting for the resolutions referred to in the fourth in-
terrogatory.  If they tend to show that the acta
which are ulleged to constitute a violation of the in-
junetion were done in good faith, and in the honest
elief that they did not violate it, then, according to
all the cases, and upon principle, there should be
neither fine nor imprisonment, for the purpose of
rlmi:;hment. if mo actual lose has resulted to
he relntors. There should be neither flue nor
imprisonment, for the wvery reason that the
act of dizobedience was not wilful, but was
dope in good faith end without any inten-
tion to disobey. If this be so, then it would seem to
be equally incontrovertible, that if, unexplained,
they {end 1o show that the disobedience was delibe-
rate aud designed, and that the acts done were un-
derstood as being expresaly prohibited by it, euch a
consideration cannot be overlooked in any final ad-
judication based on correct principles and justly
adapted to the nature of the case. 1 should not have
deemed it nec to have examined or discussed
this question so fully, were it not of the highest im-
portance, that in every case that mai , these
D aP uabie Guvalty 1o sha cas o sl partise of
ciples applicable case g of-
fegdhg?and wlt.l;l a_correct mdamnd!‘rln of the
meaning and object of the statute under which they
are uted, and that I felt it incumbent, from the
confidence with which eminent counsel avowed the
views they presented, to distrust the accuracy of I':H
own prevam conyic , and to consider,u afi
examination, whether they were well d. On
such examination, I cannot resist the conclusion that
the fifth interrogatory is nent snd proper, and
that it is the duty of the defendant to answer it

Mr. Field then read the following answer of
to the fifth interrogatory filed against him in this
proceeding:—

Fifth.—To the fifth interrogatory he saith, that he
did, at such meeting and immediately after the adop-
tion of suid resolution, vote with a majority of the
members of the Board of Aldermen, in favor of the

amble and resolutions, of which a copy (marked
E;ﬂ is annexed to the interrogatories. at in doinﬁ
&0, his only motive was to vindicate the ty an
aseert the rights of the Common Council of the Ci
of New York, and of their whole oonamuenr‘sjr; whie
dignity and rights he believed to be unjustly and il-
1eﬁnll assailed by the injunction, and complaint on
which it was founded, of'a portion of whose contents
he bad heard through public rumor. That the mo-
tives of the members of the Common Council” were
aspersed, and their sell-respec
charges of the said compiaint; and that the circum-
stances under which the injunction was obtained and
served were highly irritating. The resolution had
been pending mr{{;w months; the chambers of
theiudfeu were within a few rods of the chambers
of the Common Couneil, and the Mayor's and other
public offices of the city, and in the same building
with the office of the Corporation Counsel. There
had been ample opportunity to apply for the injune-
tion before; and even at the time when it was ap-
plied for there was time en% notice tathe cor-

ration, and hearing them, granting the in-
unction; thut the termsof the members of the
of Arsistant Aldermen, a part of the Common Coun-

cil, were to expire on the 3d J , 1853; and
when the respondent heard thatan injunction had
been granted withont notice and continued beyond

the time when the Common Council was to expire,
and requiring the defendants, as if in mockery, to
show cause against it on the 12th of January, he be-
lieved that it was a device of the tiffs to defeat
the resalution by indirection, and virtaally to decide
the case without a trisl. This respondent also be-
lieved, as he still believes, that the Court had no ju-
risdiction to grant the injunction; and believing that
citizen to question and resist
power, he , under the in-
fluence of all these conriderations, vote for the said
resolutions; but, in doing so, he did by no means in-
tend to question the exercise of any rightful power,
| or offer any resistance tothe law, or any contempt to
| the lawful authority of the Court. d preamble
| aﬁlzg rsesolntinm were, therefore, aduptei by said

: [
| Mr. Van Buren deemed it important t‘ha‘ﬂgpmm-

| tiffs should have copics of these answers. Aldermen
| Sturt¢vant and Wesley Bmith are the only two de-

'| fendants who have, in compliance with the order of
| the Court, served their answers ou them.
| necessary to make some affidavits in reply to these
answers, and they therefore ought to have iiem.

Judge Duer—The answers, with the exception of
one or two, are all the same.

Ex:Chief Justice Brongon inquired how many had
answered.

Mr. O'Conor—Three.

Ex-Chief Justice Bronson—Then there are twenty-
four yet to answer.

Judge Duer understood Mr. 0'Conor to have pro-
mired to file the others in the course of the day.

Mr. 0'Conor would rather aot pledge that
they would be all filed to-duy; there may be many
delays; but the answers will be the same as those

Ex-Chief Justice Brongon—They were to have been
served on us on Friday. It may be all right when
thirty nldermen are eoncerned; but if it was an indi-
vidual, this Court would commit him for not comply-
ing with its order.

Mr. O'Conor—Take your remedy.

Ex-Judge Brongon—If the order was entered on
the minutes 1 would move for an attachment.

Judge Bosworth gaid there did not seem to be any
difficulty. Counsel has read the form of the answers,
and says that the others will be the same.

Mr. O'Conor—There has been so much cavilling
I will not muke any promise.

Judge Duer paid the Court could not relieve Mr.
O'Conor from the promise already made, that the
anewers fhall be filed in the course of the day.

Mr. O°'Conor would do so, but there may be one or
two that may not be found, and he should not like
the Court to have d:emcrtulﬁtv ol sending him to
jail to keep company his elients. (Langhter.)
| Mr. Van Buren, after looking at Alderman

Bturtevant’s answer, émrnpoud to read one or two
[ afiidavits which would be applicable to all of the
defendants. He then read that of Mr. Henry Hilton,
which stated that he was present on the 2uth Dec.,
1852, when Malcolm Camphbell delivered a copy of
| the injunction order, and showed the original to Al-
| derman Sturtevant; that no action was bad in the
Board on the Broadway railrond until at least one
liour after such service. Mr. Van Buren alsoread the
aflidavit of Mr. Camphell, corroborating Mr. Hilton's.
He then kmmer.led to eay thut the twenty-first sec-
tion of the act under which they were proceeding

states that the Court shall impose such fine as will |

indemnify the party for any injury or loss they ma
sustain; with mia view he resuar-.{m-d nnn:hcr{!ﬁdu’:
vit of Mr. Hilton, which set forth that he was one of
| the firm of MeMurray & Hilton; that they were em-
moyerl by the propertyholders on this proposed line
prosecute this care; that Messrs. Rronson, Van
Buren, Gerard, Wood and Whiting, were employed
us counsel, and that the expenses o which they ﬁ.u.l
heen Jmt amounted to §7,000,
‘ Judge

Duer—The sct says that the costs und ex-

penses may be allowed to the party, as well as the

netual losees,

| After sgome discussion on this point, the Conrt said
that that atfidavit was not relevant ut pre-ent,

I Judge Bosworth did not understand the affidavit

| to =pecify auy loss beyond that of fees of counsel em-

ployed.

Mr. Van Buren—The Coort would see that an af.
dovit of the nctual loss conld not be made 3 if the
Fm nt i= not declared veid, it would be o very serious
048 to the property holders.
| Jdudge Duer—They con't sustain any actaal loas, if
the grant is declared null aod void,

Mr. Van Buren—The expenwes are not only for
the proeeedings in this Court, but for a motion agnint
the parties in the Supreme Court.

Judge Bosworth—The act says we can't fine be-
yord and the costs and expenses,

Judge Ducr—The taxable fees to connsel would he
$20 for euch uttendance, andthatalone would amount
o a cw:lderr;:lg pl:i:: ThebCa:m would not hear

argument on thal now, but ex their de-
J wire to kuow connsels’ mmﬂ%m.‘!mmm.

ure of fbe puii-lneul that vughi W ve imposed.

t wounded, by the |

It may be |

| 23d da

| the present season,

Mr. Yao Buren then proceeded to address himsell
to that point, and was followed in reply by Mr
0'Conor and Mr. Field. Ex-Chief Judge Hronson
closed for the plaintiffs, and Mr. Field wus permitted
to file affidavits in answer to those of Mr. Hiltoa,

The matter was then adjourned to Baturday next,
when the sentenceof the Court will be announced.

An Opinion
OF THE EMINENT CIVIL ENGINEER, JOHN B. JERVIS,

BEG., ADVERSE TO THE PROJECT OF 4 RAILROAD 1N

EROAUWAY.

New Yorg, Feb. 19, 1851,

Dean Bir—I have given such consideration to the
request you made on beliall'of the committee engaged
in examiving the gquestion of the proposed roilway in
Broadway as the limited time 1 have ut command
would enable me to do.

A railway in a public street must be regarded as
an interference, and injurious to the occapation of
the street for ordinary veliicles, The injury will be
proportioned to the magnitude of the ordi traffie
and the proportion of width occupied by the rail-
woy. A small traffie in a wide street would experi-
ence little injury; but this would of course increase
with the inerease of crdinary trafiie, the comparative
parrowness of the streft and the frequency of run-
piog railway cars. The i ience
are obvious. The cars must occugly 4 certain part of
the street. They cannot tarn out for ordinary vehi-

cler, which must get round or past them as best the;

can. The rail requires a ve that is unfavorable

:;-r ordinary vebicles, evenin the improved construc-
on.

The case d is for a railway on one of the
greatest uitmghfnm in the {vorlll. probably
not surpassed by more than one. The project must
he regarded as an experiment, and the consequences
involved are very im;

portant.
1 do not know the exact width of Broadway be- |

tween the curbstones, but uuixpma it varies in width
of carriageway from, probably, thirty-five to forty
feet. It cannot, I think, vary materially from this.
The ordinary use of this street, other than for stages,
is for various vehicles employed in the traffic of
goods nnd passengers. It s & commercial street,
mostly devoted to the retail trade. In its business,
vehicles must often stop at the sides, discharge and
receive goods and passengers. This occupies a por-
tion of the carriageway, and cnmlrals those passing
to occupy the more central portion. If the most
general width of the carringeway be taken at thirty-
eight feet, it will not, hshg, be found far from
. The cars of the Sixth avenue railway
are shout seven feet wide, which is prnbuhl_} 7
narrow as would accommodate a large traffic. Two
trucks are indispensuble to such a business as con-
templated for the proposed railway. The cam
must have some space between them, and seven and
a half feet will be as little s can be taken on ench
side of the centre of carriageway—vehicles, standing
at the side, will require about six feet in general—
this is for ordinary kinds—thus the rail car passing
and the vehicle standing at the side will oceupy
thirteen and a half feet out of nineteen, leaving five
and a half feet for an ord vehicle to pass on that
side. Many that travel in way would require
more space than this to move in. A carrisge movin
on the same gide, in an o] te direction, woul:

block up the passage. If were but a emall
traffic, either by car or vehicles, this incon-
venjence would be small—but it has to be kept in

mind, that, exclusive of stages, there are a great
number of ordinary vehicles, and to accommodate
the passenger ¢ there must be a great nnmber
of cars. It has been said that the stages are
the principal vebicles in Broadway; bot I think
if any one will observe with a little care, they
will gee a great pumber of others, which in a gene-
ral are kept out of notice by the size and
color of the stages, which gives them great promi-
nence in the street. The cars cannot move along
in regular distances from each other. 'I'h:.-jy must

to take in and discharge passengers, and as all
must go to the central of the street to Fel in,
they will be detuined often by the passing of other
vehicles. The cars will often be stopped by the
passing of other vehicles across the tracks, which
they will be compelled to do for various reasons, At
{he croes streets below Canal street, especially below
Barclay street, the interference of the cross traffic
will be very much in the way of the cars. A train
of loaded carts will often %le'zthe street, and indeed
there is no avoiding it. ey will insist on their
right, and will often stop the cars,which cannot turn
and work their way in a crowd like o stage or other
ordinary vehicle. ‘It may easily be imagined what a
confusion would be w_f]raduced by several cars brought
op on each track with the ordinary traffic in Broad-
way, brought into collision with the traffic in the
cross streets; then, circumstances will often hri_ng
several cars together, und greatly increase the difli-
::rltytmd delay to ordinary vehicles in crossing the

reet.

I have not the statistica of the Broadway traffic,
nor is it & matter that could well be reduced by com-
putation. The propriety of entering upon the experi-
ment must be determined, I think, by the gﬁnera!
view of the circumstances and magnitude of this traf-
fic. 1 have resided for the most part of the last six-
teen years in the u;lrper part of the city, and attended
to business in the lower part. The sba;fee in Broad-
way have been the means I have used in tmveuinﬁ.
The projects that have often been agitated for a ra
way inthis street bave engaged my aftention, and
the operation of a railway in this street has neverap-

eared feasible. As a citiven, (now residing in
E‘went -third street,) T would r:ﬂbrthasw W,
be laid in Broadway. Iam ful mnﬁnﬁd it woul
be a public injury, not only to dway, but to the
whole city. Itls, in mﬁrjoﬂnlﬂn. & great error to

guppose the rail wou relief, (if relief
is mted.?n&o th on , that
it would mcrease the confusion and embarrass-
ment, and be a damage to the commercial and
mamd'ar.turinf interests of the city. Broadwa
is the favorite location of our large hotels, It
is the resort of thousands of le from dis-
tant parts of the country, that here find the articles
of trade of the more expensive kind, and hence it is
the most valuable locality for retall trade. To inter-
fere with such a street by laying a rail track in the
centre, appears to me quite inconsistent with the
legitimate nccommodation of the large traffic it now
ll;mes . Bhould the experiment be made, T do not

e aix months would pass before every impartial
man would proclaim for its removal,  As a citizen of
New York,1 regard the putting down of railsin
Broadway, as a calamity that every reasonable effort
ghould be enlisted to Fmvam.. This i my judgment
of the matter, and thongh I have had much to do
with railweye, it has been my opinion during all the
digcussions I have heard, that Brondway is not a pro-
per place for a railway.  Respectfully, your obedient
gervant, Jonx B. JERvis.

D. H. Haight, Esq.

City and County of New York:—On this, the
of February, 1553, befure me, Edwin F.Corey,
Commissioner of ?;eedu for the city and county of
New York, came John B. Jervis, to me known, who
heing by me, duly sworn, did de and say, that the
statements made by him in the loregoing letter, to
which he has subscribed his name, ave troe.
Evwiy F. Corey, Commissioner of Deeds.

Theatrical and Muslcal.

BoweRy ToeATRE —This old and favorite establishment,
which is now in a carcer of prosperity, offers for the
amusement of {ts patrons, a very attractive bill, The
ﬂmts[eee announeed is Bulwer’s excellent comedy of the
* Lady of Lyons,”" with Mr. E. mﬂ{'lll Clande Melnotte,
nnd Miss Fanny Landers, o p?]rll of Mr, Stephens, as Pau-
line, The entertainments will conclude with the drama
entitled the * Felon's Last Dream."”  The receipts are for
the benefit of Mr. Hamilton, a favorite aetor.

EBroavway Tuearne —Three excellent pieces are an-
nouneed for this evening, by the enterprising manager of
this theatre. The first iz the new drama called the
“White Slave of England,’” which embraces in its cast
nearly all the leading artists of the establishment, The
next will be the amusing piece of ¢ Wha Speaks First?"
and the entertainments will close with ** Married and
Settled.” Tt is almost unnecessary to say that with such
artists as Conway, Davidge, Mad. Ponisi, Mra. Vernon, and
Mrs. Abbott, the visiters will réceive a rieh treat in wit-
negsing the performances.

Nmto's GArpeN.—Madame Henriette Sontag. who has
had one of the most successful uFerltic engagements, 26
far as ¢ho has gone, 14 aonounced to appesr to night in
“Linda di Chamouni,”" Much was expected of this great
artist prior to her arrival in this eity, and we must can.
didly eay expectation has not been disappointed. Badinli,
whese rieh and mellow tones are ndmired by every one, ls
an ahble assistant in giving full efect to the respective
operns, Indeed, taking the present compuny as o whole,
ineluding the hestinl depart t, the elforts of the
munagement eannot fail to Le successlul.

Burron's Trararie.—The enme intense desice ar ever to
vigit this favorite Thespian temple exists in the minds of
Burtun's patroms.  Fearcely is the door open when a rush
takes place, and in a short time every seat ix filled,
Ehakspeare's comedy of “Twelfth Night'" will commenee
the entertai te this evening. The cast containts the
names of Dyott, probably one of the best general actors
in the country, Burton, I'lacide, Johmsion, Fisher, Mrs,
Dyott, Miss Weston and Mrs. Bkerrett, The amusements
will elose with the farce of e * Phenomenon, '’

Namosat Taeamre.—The same untiring efforte whilch
have characterized the carcer of Mr. Purdy sinee his
managerial duties eommenced, reem to luse nothing at
He affers for the amusement of this
evening agvory attractive bill, The first in order is the
dramn ealled - Michael Earle,”" which will be followed b
the fairy drama of ** Kabri, or the Wooden Shoemaker.”
During the evening Miss Partington will danee, and the
entertainments will terminate with the Trish deasos en
titled ' O'Neal the Great,” with Mecsrs. Jones, Clarke,
Mra. Nicholls and Mra. Jones in the leading characters.

WaLLAR'E TuRATRE, —Whore can an evening be whiled

| away with sueh unfoised pleasure and delight, as within

| The opening

the walls of {his well recalnted theatre? Mr, Wallnck
possesres both taet mnd calent, and knows well how to
Flenm the reapeetablo sudiences who frequent his estab
Ishment, His seloctions are sdmirable, snd the wrtists
Lin haw engnged are all tlemen of first rate talent,

Fanlun of this evening will be ' Ol1 Hends
nod Young Hearts, ' in which Hlake appears in hisinim/

| table representation of Jesse Rural. All wiil terminate
| with * First Come First Served.'’

| the grand x

Axnicay Musers, —The bill of enterinlument provided
for this afternoon and evening, cumPr‘iun a ripetition of
lc:n! “g!w - .!;, s mh the
i f ' Fawily Jars. * Hlue w e n put
u":: tgn stage tu,n atyle of great splendor, by the talent.
«anr and onergetic stage director, C. W. Ularke,
A THEATEY. popular mtio of the
Veerigus ?lllﬁr," and the amusing farces of Y Huaa-
band at Pight,'’ and the “Yousg Widew," are the pleces

to be ted st this £ ite theatrs to night. The
easts inolude the 3| of Mr, H "‘nj“ , Miss
Mitchell, and Miss Albertine.

PoryroNsMENT (F MADAME BONTAG'S HBaookpys CoNcrnr.
—The grand concert advertlsed to be given by Madame
Sontag in Brooklyn, on mext Saturday, hes Ppost-

oned till that day week—Saturday, the 12th instant.
];‘",nilht CLinda di Chamounix™ id to be presented at
Niblo's for the third and last time,

(imere.—The Bowery amphitheatre Las been well pu-
tropised this week, notwithstanding the inclemency of
the weathier. Wallett. the celebrated clown, is to appear
again thig evenlog, in eonjunetion with the entire troupe
nF xmnim—tu and equestrinns.  His benefit is to come off

0 Friday evening next.

Crngery = Oriia Hovse,—Chriaty's Minstrels continue
to delight erowded audieneos by their execellent delinea-
tions of the negro charncter. The programme for this
evening 1= exceedingly attractive.

Woop's Mivetuprs  whose performances are alwavs
recelved with utmwost eativtagtion by large assom-
blages, bave p ed another good programume I’ru: this
evening. Horn, Brigge, Brower, Newcombe, and Camp
bedl, \tﬁl uppear.

Rowewt Hevisn —This celebrated necromancer, whose
Soirees Mysterieuses bave alvays been extensively pi-
tronived, continues as suecessful as ever, He offers w
good progruume for this erening.

Fiseev's Tnaves.—This beaut ful painting is to be ex-
bibited again this evening, at 400 Broadway. It should
be seen by the admirers of beautiful peintings,

Banvann’s Pavoama or g Hoiy Lawp —The exhi-
bitions of this splendid paoorams are attenced with as
great pucceis as eier,

MME. VALENTINI'S
week, at Hope Cha

NerRTs will be continoed all this
wlﬂr Bhe sings with eon-
ate, . Hogan

eiderable jud, nt ‘s accompani-
ment on the gﬁ:o in llent, ¥

Bawr's Monkr oF BAN Fraxasco has become quite an
stiractive exbibition in Breadway, It should be seen by
EWETY ODE. \

Iuvsreaten Somsmne Lecrvmes —Dr, Boynton, whose
lectures and entertainments bave eriated quite a furore

at the Bouth and West, will commenee a short course of
his mn-tnut.lhunu at Metropolitan Hall, on Thurs-
day evening. high reputation of the lecturer, ag well

an the interest of his subject, together with the low price
of admission will inspure a full house.
the adverticement, that alarge number of the fashion-
able magnates of the city have solicited the course.

FINANCIAL AND COMMERCIAL.

AL e

MONEY MARKET.
Tuespay, March 1—6 I, M.

We have no change of importance to report in the |

stock market to-day. The inclement, disagreeable
weather, doubtless, tended materially to the inactivity
of speculators. At the first board, Nicaragua fell off
§ per eent; Cumberland §. Morris Canal advanced {
per cent; Reading Railroad §, and Sixth Avenue
Railroad 1. At the second hoard, the market exhi-

bited & more unfavorable complexion. Prices were |
all down, and a great deal of stock was pressing for | .
sale, Nicaragua fell off § per cent; Morris Canal, §; | ¢

Harlem, {; Cumberland, |; New Jersey Zinc, §; New | 250
Haven Railroad, }. Erie and Cumberland at both |
hoards were more freely sold than any other fancies, |

Nicaragua Transit fluctuates a good deal from day

to day, and the buyers and sellers appear to be pretty |

equally divided. The opinions which have re-
cently hbeen . published, relative to the rights
and privileges of this company, should be
taken for just what they are worth, and
no more. They were got up for the purpose of

speculation—to depress the market value of the |

stock—and a bull operator can go to-morrow and get

opinions df equal weight on the other side of the ques- |

tion. Anything can be proved by lawyers, doctors,
or scientific men generally; and we have had so
much of this kind of evidence lately that no one puts

any confidence in it. Coal stocks hang heavy on the |

handd of holders. They have had their day, for a
4 time at least. The really good ones will come up
again gradually, and ultimately take their position
among the first class stocks, We refer particularly
to those coal companies which depend entirely upon
mining coal for dividends. The report of the Cumber-
land Coal Company has done more to destroy public
confidence in this class of stocks than anything
else we know of. This concern has turned out
to be a perfect skeleton—all pretension and out-
side thow. An effort was made, by patching up

four rotten cencerns, to make one good one, |

and it failed, a3 any sensible person might
have anticipated. In December lust, the Cumberland
sent to market between 2,700 and 3,000 tons of coa]
per week. For the week ending February 5, 1853,
it sent down 1,276 tons; week ending the 12th, 1,044
tons; and week ending the 19th, 1,049 tons. It will
require sharper financiering to keep this company in

operation, at this rate of shipment of coal, than has |

been resorted to yet, and that is saying a great deal.

The financial operation in the bouds of the compa- |

ny, & short time since, shows that pretty sharp prac-
tice has been carried on there. The bonds were is-
ened to certain parties at sixty-nine per cent; and not
long afterwards a new issue of stock was made,
at 75 per cent, to pay off the bonds at their par
valoe. It is easy to figure up how much the com-
pany lost by this movement. This system of finan-
ciering bas been pursued throughout, and the public
can judge what condition the company must be in
at this moment.

After the second board, this afternoon, the market
was very much depressed. Nicaragua was offered at
544, and Cumberland at 54, without finding sellers.
Prices must go much lower before they become
fixed. -

The receipts at the office of the Assistant Treasu-
rer of this port to-day, amounted to $97,055 ; pay
ments, §205,960 55—Dbalance, $5,268,262 36,

There was a large attendance in the Exchange to-
day, at the sale of copper ore belonging to the North

Carolina Copper Company. Considerable interest |

was manifested by those present, and the bidding
was quite spirited. One hundred tons of copper py-
rites, about thirty per cent ore, were sold to the Re.
vere Copper Company of Boston, at §6 for each per
cent, being equal to §150 per ton, cash, This was
the firet public sale of the North Carolina Copper
Company'e ore, but we learn that hereafter they will

be of frequent occurrence. The mines are worked |

with a great deal of activity, and the production of
ore is very large.

The propoeals for $2,500,000 of the bonds of the
Parkersburg Railroad Company—$1,500,000 guaran-
teed by the city of Baltimore, and the rematnder by
the Baltimore and Ohio Railrond Company—were
opened this afternoon. The total bids were for
5,940,000, from par to 101. 50. The loan was award-
ed as follows:—

£1,£00,000 Dupecan, Sherman & Co., 100, 80 per cent.
1,000,000 C. H, Fisher 101 “

The stenmship Homboldt, at this port from Havre
and Southampton, brings four daya later news from
Europe. The accounts are, on the whole, rather
favorable, both in a financial and commercial point
of view. There were indications in London of an
casier money market, Detailed reports of the
markets, &c., will be found under the proper heads.

The following table will thow the coinage at the
mint of the United States for the two months of

1853 :—
U, 8 My PinanermaA—Corvaae AND Deposims,
Joanuary, Fetruary. Total,

Double Fagles.. 84,004,460 00 82,300,800 00 $6,325, 200 00
Eagles ... ..... 11460000 202 320 00 316,030 00
Iiﬁf Eagles.. ... 137850 00 s 147,880 00
Quarter do,.... 20097500 120.715 00 B85 490 00
Dollarseseas,is 20267000 208,435 00 611,108 00
TotalGold ...... 4,800 388 00 §2,001,280 00 $7,740,068 00
Guarter Dollars . 11,060 00 11,060 00
IHmes, , .. 0,500 00 9,500 00
Hald Dime i 0,750 00 11,750 00
Three cente i1, 760 00 H1.000 00 174,750 00
Taotal Silver..... (5,706 00 108,500 00 202,060 00
7,7 RN 8,801 00 2,000 00 5,801 00 |
Guld, silver, and

COPPEE, , , ... 84,000,000 00 83 041 5BO 00 $7 048 670 00 |
In 802, . .0 uss. &,242,330 00 3,045,830 00 7,286,150 00
Docreasn thin y'r ‘i 2,500 00 ¥
Incrense this y'r  $004,043 00 $062,500 00 |

The number of piecea coined in Febroary, 1853,
was 8,050,585, of which 485,504 were gold, 274,200
gilver, 2,700,000 three cent pieces, and 200,031 cents.

The gold buollion deposited in February, was—

From Californing, ., ... 1,617,000 00
From other sources.. . 41,000 00

T IR e L 8 $3,648,000 00
Eilver bullion deposited. ... oiiviineeine . $18,660 00

The deposita of the precious metals for Jannary
and Febroary, were—

e = 1802 1823,
eld. Silver, Grold, Silver
Janvary.. ..., 84,101 668 $17 600 082,007 $14,000
February,.... 5,010,222 41,200 4,648,000 13,500
Totai.....87,171,910 $38,850 86,610,007 $27,600

The decrease of silver deposits in 1859, $11,350;
ineseane of goid deposite 1,338 167,

The annexed is the general statement of the con.
dition of such of the banks of the District of Colum-~
bia as have reported to nearthe 1st of January, 1853
gathered from official sources at Washington:—

Baxgs 1y i DEmaer or CoLrsima.

HANKS

Vash Met ihxm;.
Washing- )

o t"{:;::ﬁ ok
Capital,,,....... 9200 500 : S 126
l,nzm and dise's,, 476,287 0,047 340,056 1,516,641
‘fiiﬁ"é;" """" 53,41;.; 2;'"-'& 3o 115 ﬂ“i:

tate . ..... H8,a7 - y
Other investinily. 14928 6750  B6.047 78,250
Dub by other bks, 443°6 83952 32,860 160,300
Notes other bke,, 5,136 27,046 10,620 103,100
Specde. ..., ..... ¢5,504 83084 24087 176048
Clreulation ., ..., 02,768 84,757 06055 245,881
Depasites, .., ..., 190,247 408177 104,461 KU1 886G
Dup other banks., %636 66,47 82107 107.61%
Otber liabilitles,, 08557 15,188 10,460 110,136
The Bank of Washington reported Ji y 1st, 1853

Bank of the Metropolis reported Janusry 4th, 1555,

Farmers' and Mechunies' ’;;nk, Georgetown, reporied
Janunry 4th, 1803,

Patriotic Bank. of Washington oity, has not reporteds

Merchants' Bank, of Georgetown, {aa net rioported.

The Legislature of Maryland having granted per-

It will be seen by |

| mission to the Canton Company to issue $25 shares,
| in lien of the old, there will, of course, be quadruple

the former number, but it is, nevertheless, antici-

pated, inasmuch as the norinal value of the share iz
j thus materially reduced, that the speculative charac-
| terof the stock will be greatly increased. The com-
{ pany have a valuable property, and so located, ad-
| joining Baltimore, that any addition to the popula.
tion of that city, in on eastern direction, can only be
accommodated on the Canton lands. Of the capital
stock, a large majority is now owned in Baltimore,
the capitalists of that place having recently made in-
vestments, based on their local knowledge, and we
may, therefore, conclude that henceforth all interest
in this concern will gradually be withdrawn from our
market,

Stock Exchange.

$70200 U S 68, '07,, 12025 500 shs Pheenix MCo. 21
2140 Indinna 235.. 663 100 do......bo0 213
18000 Penn St 6's, 88 981 50 do.... btwk 2135
3000 Elst Mt Bds. 117 200 A0, usins Ay
1000 ERCv i, ’7T1 07% 80 N Creek Coal Co. 23
67 shs E & H Canal. 126 200 Pl L

H0 State Bank... 108 50 CROSTEMCo,. 1b
20 Hanover Bai 104 500 Potomae Oop Co, 33
10 Continental Bk.. 99 1&3 Hud Riv RR..830 86}

g
g
=
§

50 Canton Co.
«o. b16

150 do..
0 Edge Lan
100 do
400 do,

| 200 do
00 saan
100 ilo
50 do

100 Penna C&Il"o
_75 Cumb Coal Co.b3

175 do,...

625 do,. %a

100 do,,.,..s10

250 0., ...,800

100 do,,,...bo0

100 do,.... b30

LI veus AW 31
50 Phanix Ming Co. 21

| EECOND BOARD.
$4000 California 7's.. 82 60 shs Canton Co,.. 124

1000 NY St 6's, '64. 120 50 Hud River RR... 66!
126 shs N A Trust... 20 75 A 86
100 Morris Canal.... 21 8 Rome & Wat'n R. 105

50 Nic Tran Co,.b30 843 200 Erie RR 3 X

100 do

250 do

0. vaes 941 100 do
100 Pheenix Ming Co. 2114 12 de
400 Harlem RR.,.... 67} 100 80, ieens
700 Com Coal Co..s60 B43{ U560 do.,....n 08 871
100 d0....,.000 56); 15 NY &N HRR.,
100 do.. ad 5 150 N & Wor RR b0 5210
100 do,, 100 Mich Central RR. 107
100 do.. i 200 Reading RR,..,. 90
£00 Potomae Cop Uo. 815 400 0l
HOO N JZinc........ 125

CITY TRADE REPORT.
TeespaY, Mareh 1—6 I, M.

Armer,—Eales have been made of 45 bbls., at $4 683 &
§4 76 for pots, and $5 75 for pearls, per 100 Ibs.

BreapeTvrye.—Flour displayed no new feature of an in-
teresting character. The day's operntions amounted to
l 9,600 bbls, The day's movements reached 8,800 bbls,

Sour at $4 564 o $4 683(; superfine No. 2, #4 62 a
$#4 75 fine 1ye, $4 82;; superfine do., # 873, ordinary
1o choice State, 85 061 a $56 311, ; superfine Canadian, i
bond, $5 1235 a 8¢ 25; mixed to fancy Western, 35 25,
common to good Obio and fsncy Genesee, $5 31% o
$6 43%; faney Obio and mized to good Southern, $8 50
A $6 683 extra Western, $06 €21 o $5 121 ; extra Gene-
ce, 85 50 a $0 25; fuyorite Southern, $5683{ a 80 1%,
and fancy do,, 86a 37 50, We heard that 170 bbls. Jer-
rey meal found buyers, at $3 311§ per bbl, Some 6,500
bui hels Southern red wheat Lrought $115 per bushel.
| Rye was quiet, at 91e , and barley, ut 70 a T4e. per bushel.
Fiate and Western oats were more freely tendered, at 47c.
40c. per bushel. Corn ruled dull and heavy. The day's
transactions jhid not exceed 50,000 bushels inferior to
prime Eouthern white and rellow, at 00 & G6e per bushel,

Corroy—The Humboldt's advices have eansed an easler
market on the lower styles, the batter be un-
changed, with =n'es ol;"ll.li) bales, at O'S;m Int:‘mjdA
dlings, 9}5¢. & U3c. for middlings classed oui strictly,
and 10e. a 103e. for good midd'ings of all growths.

Coar—250 tons Liverpoal orrel were procured at $10,
on four months credit—a reduction.

Corrmr—=Sales vere wade of 80 bags Java, at 11Ye;
and 200 Maracaibo and Hio, at 84e. a 93%c. per 1h.-

Corrmr—About 10 000 1be, old were disposed of, at 30¢.
s 3¢, per Ib,.—an advance.

F:é:;r_.'lhem have been 500 boxes bunch raising taken,
ut B.

Fumonms, —Rates were steady, with ljght engagements,
1,000 bbls. flour were engaged for Liverpool, at 2s. 0d.,
though there were some vesseld nsking Ss. Grain was
taken at Yo 'll_l.lirl, Cotton at 7-324. and some vessels ark-
ed 4d o Ern‘:l'u:juiu,‘;lﬂm l.'%.-lu!h gl’ mu‘su’;‘;cment mfwt“
wele engnge e clipper Highflyer, & . per #
The mngtn‘nwun };mn MP& ffic. There was no eg:ung'e 0+
notice 1o Australin, or to other ports.

Hay ruled quiet and languid at $1a $1 1215 por 100 1bs,

Lamne. —Eactein were engerly sougth nfter at $2 50 per
thousand.

Live.—Thero were sales made of 4,500 bbls. Rockland
at $1 for commen, and $1 50 for lump, per bbl.

Morassre. —A lot of {0 hhds Cardenas brought 27e.
per gallon,

NAVAL Brongs, —We have only to notice sales of 1,300
bble. spirits turpentine on private terms,

Onis —About 5,000 gallons linseed were obtained at Tde,
a 6. per gallon.

Proviosa—Pork tended downwards, The eales were
eonfined to 300 barrels new. at $16 60 for prime, and $17
for mess, per bareel  Piekled meats moved to the extent
of 180 packages, at 71, c. for shoulders, and 10¢, for hams,

or I, The sales of lard proounted to 300 pkes., at 10e. a
| “J}‘v. per b, Peef was in fair request; the sales reached

200 bble,; eountry prime ot 85 50 o $6 45; city do. at 87 a
$7 26; country mess ni 9 T5a $11 25; eity do, st $12
er barrel; end prime mess ot $20 a per tieree.
futter was in good demund, af 13¢. a 17¢. for Ohio,
and 17e. o 21e. for State. per b, Cheese contfnued to re-
alize Be. a Oe, per b, ¥

Rear Estami.—Sales wt auction by Cole & Chilten—
House and lot No, 88 Calumbia steet, Broohlzgé extending
through to Furman street, '2.1.3:150, $17,000; 1 lot on
Flank road avenue, corner Ninfh street, 26x102.6, $420;
1 lot adjoining, $000; 2 lots do,, 3270 each; 1 lot on Nintl
street, 102.6 fect from Plank rosd, 25x100, $200: 1 lot ad-
joining, $275; 2 lots do,, $325; 2 luts do., $300; 3 lota do .
3200: 1 lot on Fleventh avenue, eormer Ninth street,
5x100, $276; 6 lots on Ninth street, 125 feet from
Fleventh avenue, Brooklyn, 23x100, $150 each; 5 lota on
Flevenih avenue, eorner Ninth streot, 25x100, $125 eachi;
1 lot on Eleventh ayenue, corner of Ninth streef,
25x07.103, $2¢0: 1 lot ndjoining, $130; 3 lots do,, $126
caeh; 1 lob on Nintlh street, near Eleventh avenue, $130,

By A. Muller.—1 {hres story brick house and lot, 83
I E?khth street, 60 feet from avenue D, lot 21.0x48.11,

£2000; 1 do. do, adjolning, rame dimensions, 92 400;
| {hree-story brick house and lot No. 21 Bixth avenus, op-

porite Amity strect, lot 17.5x100, §7,350; 8 lots on ﬂr,lﬂ--
ninth etreet, nesr Seventh avenue, 25x100.5, 8500 eash;
1 lot on street, between Greenwich and Washington,
with two brick houres an, 54,500 fthree-story brick house,
| 166 Chambers strcet, between Greenwich and Hudson,
£23,000; three: stery brick house and lot adjoining, $24,000;

three-story brick liousc and lot No. 115 Hester street, lot
21 tx75, $8,660 By F. H. Lutlow,—Laease of lot No, 28
Washington squa

ro, $11,000; three story bouse and lot 94
West Thirteenth street, botween tith and 7Tth ave., $6,100;
1 house sod lot adioining, $8 000; 1 house and lot No, 128

Greenwich street, 20590, #11,050; 1 1ot on Twenty-seventh
| street, 108,68 from Fitth nvenus, 56,0x08 0, $5,000; hoases
| and lots Nog. 250 and 241 Hleecker at near Cornelia
gtreet, 10.8 Lo x00, 80,160 esch; 1 lot on Amity street, cor-
ner of Bixth avenue, 20.6x50, #0400, By h{hﬂg J.
Bleecker—House and lot No, 0 51, Marks place, J2x12215,
| #19,760; house and lot Now, 06 Pear]l street and 32 Stone
street, $41,000; houre and lot No. 60 Warren street, 25x
76, $7,800. houre and lot No. 58 Centre LTxl0n,
$5,800: house und lot No. (1 Eallivan street, 21x80, $4,000;
house and lot corner Suffolk snd Stanton streets, $5,000;
2 lots on Floventh sireet, 2156 feol (rom Seeond avenue,
Ohx94.91,, 84 000 ench; 1 lotin Tenth streot, near ve-
pant street, do., $4,600; 1 lot ad,ininini, $4,750; 1 ot on
Ninety fourth street, 100 from Eeventh avenue, 26x100,
$280: 7 do. adjoining do., do., 8260 each; b do on Fifly-
third street, 200 feet from Third nvenue, 25x100.4, §
each,

Soar.—160 bozes Castile found buyers to day, st 10%e,
per Ib,, usual terma,

t-l.'uu: -;nann w]eb re
fiperi, at 43¢, por

TaLLOW nﬁnni':ed very dull, at Bige. a O'{e. per b,
ensh.,

Tonavco —We heard that 100 hhds. Kentueky woere
bought at Go. a Be. per Ib,

WEKEY, —Eales have been made of 460 bbis., at 230,

for Jersey, and 281 for prison, per gallon.

RECEIPTE OF PRODUCE.
Hy Enie Rainoan—1,861 sides leather, 38 Lbls, provi-
vions, 162 dressed bogs, and 420 bble, flour,
Ly New Haves iunosp—18 sldes leatber, 21 bhlg
whickey, and O Loves sherin,

150 hhids Museovado sold to re-
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